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The House met at 1 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. NUSSLE).

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, January 28, 1998.

I hereby designate the Honorable Jim
NUSSLE to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NEWT GINGRICH,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

PRAYER

The Reverend Paul I. Nussle, Execu-
tive Director, Exodus Housing, Sum-
ner, Washington, offered the following
prayer:

To everything there is a season.
Turn, turn, turn. This is a time for
every noble purpose under heaven.

Gracious and Mighty God, as we as-
semble in this Chamber rich with a tra-
dition of freedom and steeped in sacred
liberty, grant us clarity to see Your
presence this day, and courage to place
firm reliance on Your living Word!

Still the voices of clamor and tur-
moil that bring division; counsel us in
seeking mercy when overzealousness
for justice would tear the fabric of
steadfast love and grace.

This is the Season and this is the
Time when we would again take firm
hold of the words carved in the podium
before us; a rudder for our course!

Peace, liberty, tolerance, justice,
union. This is the season and this is the
time, refreshed from recess, letting go
of sorrows and yearnings unattained,
we come with eagerness to pursue
noble ambition.

Lord, may Your benediction of peace
and mercy keep us from hypocrisy this
day and always. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KLECZz-
KA) come forward and lead the House in
the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. KLECZKA led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had agreed to
a concurrent resolution of the House of
the following title:

H. Con. Res. 201. Concurrent resolution
providing for an adjournment of both
Houses.

The message also announced that the
Senate had agreed to a resolution of
the following title:

S. Res. 165. Resolved, That the Secretary in-
form the House of Representatives that a
quorum of the Senate is assembled and that
the Senate is ready to proceed to business.

RENAMING WASHINGTON
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, just
when we thought we had heard it all,
now the effort to rename Washington’s
National Airport after one of our Na-
tion’s most respected leaders in the

20th century has met with opposition
that is purely partisan in nature. Op-
posing the effort to pay tribute to
President Ronald Reagan is just the
latest example of ‘“‘oh, you are for it?
Well, we are against it now” politics
employed by my liberal colleagues.

I understand that the diversity of
opinion in this House are often vital
when setting policies of this Nation. A
healthy debate is an absolute must if
we are to reach sound conclusions on
important and vital national issues.
However, | feel it is an absolute dis-
service to a great man that petty, par-
tisan politics threatens to stain his
great legacy.

This is clearly no place for partisan
politics. | urge my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 2625, a bill to rename Wash-
ington’s National Airport after former
President Ronald Reagan.

MEDICARE PRESERVATION AND
RESTORATION ACT

(Mr. KLECZKA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise to introduce the Medicare Preser-
vation and Restoration Act in response
to the concerns of many seniors in my
district and around the country about
the recent changes of the Medicare pro-
gram.

As my colleagues know, the Balanced
Budget Amendment of 1997 contains
the Kyl amendment, which permits pri-
vate contracting between doctors and
Medicare beneficiaries for medical
services that otherwise would be cov-
ered under the Medicare program.

Know full well that private contracts
will increase medical expenses for
America’s seniors and substantially
weaken the integrity of the program.
Beneficiaries who establish private
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contracts with physicians are obligated
to pay 100 percent of the bill out of
their own pocket. By circumventing
the Medicare system, private contracts
will create a two-tiered health care
system where the elderly of modest
means are forced to receive second rate
care or bankrupt themselves to pay
high prices under private contracts.

Repealing the Kyl amendment and
placing an outright prohibition on any
private contracts for services currently
covered in the Medicare program is the
only way to guarantee seniors access
to affordable medical care now and in
the future.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to
review this legislation and join me in
restoring the commitment that Medi-
care made to senior citizens more than
30 years ago.

The Medicare Preservation and Restoration
Act will repeal the Medicare private contracting
provision of the Balanced Budget Act of 1997
and clarify that private contracts are prohibited
under Medicare for Medicare covered serv-
ices.

The legislation | am introducing is simple.
First, it requires that providers submit a Medi-
care claim whenever Medicare-covered serv-
ices are provided to a beneficiary. Second, it
requires that a provider, when treating a Medi-
care beneficiary, charge no more than Medi-
care’s balance billing limits allow. My legisla-
tion will settle the issue of private contracting
once and for all. It will explicitly prohibit provid-
ers from circumventing the Medicare system, it
will preserve beneficiary billing protections,
and it will restore the promise of quality and
affordable health care for every American sen-
ior citizen. My legislation has the support and
endorsement of the National Committee to
Preserve Social Security and Medicare and
the National Council of Senior Citizens. The
Medicare Rights Center also has spoken out
in opposition to Medicare private contracts.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation is the only way
we can continue to guarantee every senior cit-
izen in America the right to affordable health
care under Medicare. The private contracts al-
lowed under the Balanced Budget Act rep-
resent a dangerous first-step towards disman-
tling the Medicare program as a whole. They
are ill-conceived and unnecessary. These con-
tracts will allow doctors to disregard Medi-
care’s most important protection—balanced
billing limits. These limits guarantee that all
seniors regardless of their income or their
health status will have access to affordable
health care. Private contracts destroy these
protections and allow doctors the ability to de-
cide patient-by-patient which senior will be
forced to pay more than Medicare’s set rates
for needed medical care.

During debate on the budget bill last Octo-
ber, Senator JOHN KYL of Arizona included this
private contracting provision to allow any doc-
tor to treat Medicare patients outside of the
program and bill the patient privately at any
rate the doctor sets. During negotiations on
the final package, the provision was altered to
protect beneficiaries and to prevent physicians
from moving back and forth between billing
some patients privately and others through the
Medicare program. The final bill stated that if
the doctor wanted to treat seniors under pri-
vate contract, then the doctor had to forgo
Medicare participation entirely for two years.
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This two-year restriction was designed to
protect the program against fraud, guard
against a massive exit of physicians from the
Medicare program, and ensure that doctors
would not create a two-tiered Medicare sys-
tem—one waiting room for private pay patients
who are served first, and one for non-private
Medicare beneficiaries who are served last.
Now, a movement is underway to remove this
two-year limitation and give doctors the right
to decide not only patient-by-patient, but pro-
cedure-by-procedure, which services will be
billed through Medicare and which will be
billed privately.

Many of you have probably seen the mail-
ings certain interest groups have been send-
ing to our senior constituents in an attempt to
distort the facts about private contracts. These
mailings are falsely scaring seniors and at-
tempting to trick seniors into giving up Medi-
care’s balanced billing protections.

These groups are not telling the truth when
they say that Medicare won't pay for seniors’
health care. They are not telling the truth
when they say that seniors are going to be left
with no doctors that will treat Medicare bene-
ficiaries. The truth is virtually any doctor any-
where in the country today will treat a Medi-
care beneficiary. Currently, fewer than five
percent of doctors decline to participate in
Medicare, and of all the doctors’ bills submit-
ted to the Medicare program, over 90 percent
are paid at a fixed rate set by the program.

These groups are not telling the truth when
they say that if Medicare won't pay for a sen-
ior's health or medical needs then that senior
will have to go without treatment. The truth is
seniors have always been able to purchase
medical care that Medicare does not pay for
by paying for the service out of their own
pocket. This has always been the case and
has not changed.

These groups are not telling the truth when
they say that private contracting will increase
options for seniors. The truth is the only thing
that private contracts will increase is seniors’
health care costs. Unless we repeal this pri-
vate contract provision and restore Medicare
balanced billing limits, seniors will be forced to
negotiate with their doctor on their own for
needed medical care. Unless we eliminate pri-
vate contracts, seniors will be forced to pay
out of their own pockets for medical care at
whatever rate the doctor decides to charge.

Let's restore Medicare’s balanced billing lim-
its for all Medicare beneficiaries by eliminating
these dangerous private contracts. These bill-
ing limits are the only way we can guarantee
that all seniors receive the health care they
need at reasonable and fair prices.

| urge my colleagues to strip away the rhet-
oric and conjecture, to examine this issue
closely and in its entirety. And, | believe you
will come to the same conclusion that | have
that private contracts are unnecessary and
have the potential to destroy the Medicare
program. | urge you to cosponsor the Medi-
care Preservation and Restoration Act—a sen-
sible and responsible solution which will guar-
antee Medicare for all elderly Americans.

HONORING U.S. SERVICE MEMBERS
KILLED AND INJURED DURING
VIETNAMESE TET OFFENSIVE

(Mr. RYUN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. RYUN. Mr. Speaker, 30 years ago
this week, the North Vietnamese and
the Viet Cong launched what is now
known as the Tet Offensive. During the
Vietnam War a cease-fire was tradi-
tionally observed during the Vietnam-
ese holiday, Tet. Both sides of the Viet-
nam War agreed to a cease-fire to ex-
tend from January 27 to February 2,
1968. However, the North Vietnamese
and the Viet Cong broke their agree-
ment and launched a massive attack
during this week. The Viet Cong as-
sault team began the attack by breach-
ing the walls of the United States Em-
bassy in Saigon. The entire attack
lasted 2 weeks and took 1,000 American
soldiers’ lives.

| have introduced a resolution honor-
ing the Members of the United States
Armed Forces who either fought or
were Killed during the Tet Offensive
and the families of the service mem-
bers who were killed or injured during
that fighting. I ask my colleagues to
join in honoring our service members
who died 30 years ago during this offen-
sive.

BIPARTISAN SUPPORT FOR
HEALTH CARE INITIATIVES

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, last
night the President outlined his agenda
for Americans. Democrats and Repub-
licans should strive to work together
and implement his ideas on issues such
as enacting a true consumer Bill of
Rights to guarantee choice, access and
quality health care in HMOs and ena-
bling the near elderly to buy into the
Medicare program. Unfortunately, the
Republican leadership is already put-
ting special interests ahead of the
American public by supporting million-
dollar ad campaigns to fight these new
health care initiatives.

Numerous constituents have con-
tacted me with their concerns about
managed care. Congress needs to pass a
ground floor of quality assurance
standards for managed care organiza-
tions, and Democrats will also fight to
enact the President’s Medicare buy-in
proposal that would grant access to the
Medicare program for those aged 62 to
65 and those over 55 who are laid off or
displaced. This initiative will not cost
the Medicare program or raise the defi-
cit. Instead, it will provide access to
the best health care program in the
world for these near elderly.

| just want to say, we should support
these initiatives on a bipartisan basis.

SUPER BOWL XXXII

(Mr. HEFLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, they said
it could not be done. Thirty-eight years
as a team without winning the big one,
and they said it could not be done. For
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13 years the National Football Con-
ference dominated the American Con-
ference in the Super Bowl and they
said the American Football Conference
could not do it. Four previous times
the thundering herd from the Mile
High City had charged up to the sum-
mit only to come down with a thud,
and some said it could not be done.
When they lost the last three games of
the season, many said they were fin-
ished, another year of disappointment.
Again, it could not be done. Wild card
teams do not get to the big game, they
sure do not win it.

Well, the experts said they cannot do
it. But | say to my colleagues, these
that said it could not be done were
wrong. They did it. The Broncos are
world champions. | guess it could be
done after all.

IRS REFORM

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, the
IRS has finally confessed. A spokesman
admitted, and | quote: “IRS seizure
practices are unfair.”” He further said
that the IRS is now starting a new pro-
gram. Check this out: Under this new
program, the IRS district director
must approve all seizures. Unbeliev-
able. The IRS district director is now
the sole judge, jury and executioner of
our property. Beam me up. | now know
why the IRS actually could look in the
mirror and believe they are consumer
friendly.

Mr. Speaker, they believe all tax-
payers are nothing more than a bunch
of masochists. Support my legislation
that will require judicial consent and
approval before the IRS can grab our
assets. | yield back the balance of any
money we have left.

STYLE VERSUS SUBSTANCE

(Mr. TIAHRT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, last night
the President gave a great speech, but
the issue is not the style of the speech,
it is the substance of what the Presi-
dent said.

Two years ago the President said in
the State of the Union speech, the era
of big government is over, but last
night the President outlined new pro-
grams that will cost us $40 billion in
new spending each year. That is com-
pletely different from what he has said
in the past. It is clear the President is
for bigger government and higher defi-
cits, while we here in the House have
successfully worked for smaller gov-
ernment and lower taxes.

Now, there are many areas that we
can work together on: Reforming edu-
cation, saving Social Security and
Medicare, fighting crime and drug
abuse, reforming the IRS, and we can
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do all of these things without breaking
our pledge to balance the Federal budg-
et and reduce our Federal debt. But the
new Federal programs with greater bu-
reaucracy and more spending will take
us off the mark of a balanced Federal
budget.

So, Mr. Speaker, it is my hope that
we can work together to our common
goals that we can reach.

BOLD AGENDA FOR 1998

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, the
Democrats are back and ready to work.
Last night the President laid out a
bold agenda for the coming year. |
might remind my colleagues this is the
first President since 1969 to appear be-
fore a joint session of this House and
come here with a balanced budget, and
within that balanced budget talked
about issues, things that we need to
work on that in fact can help working
middle class families in this country.
Expand Medicare, allow health care
coverage for those who are near retire-
ment who might need it and might not
be able to get it. They pay into it. En-
sure high quality health care with a
consumer Bill of Rights. Reform man-
aged care, making quality child care
more accessible and affordable, raise
the minimum wage, and yes, preserve
Social Security.

What does the Republican leadership
have on their legislative agenda? Noth-
ing. What important votes are they
going to take to help the lives of mid-
dle class families? None. They are send-
ing us home for the next two or three
weeks. What is the Republican leader-
ship going to give the American public?
Nothing, zero, zip.

Mr. Speaker, let us get engaged in
the President’s bold agenda.

ACHIEVING AMERICA’S GOALS

(Mr. BLUNT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, last night
in the State of the Union message the
President set some good goals for
America. He talked about a balanced
budget, he talked about saving Social
Security. He committed himself fur-
ther to welfare reform; he is for edu-
cation reform, he is against drugs, he is
even for some family tax cuts.

The question is not about whether
these are the goals we want for Amer-
ica, but how to achieve those goals.

O 1315

For instance, the President said that
a family of four that makes less than
$35,000 should not pay any Federal in-
come tax if they have high child care
costs. Well, | agree. A family of four
that makes less than $35,000 should not
pay any Federal income tax. But it
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should not matter whether they have
child care costs or not—$35,000 for a
family of four is $35,000.

Mr. Speaker, we ought to work for
those American families, and we ought
to work for better solutions for Amer-
ican families.

LET US PUT SOCIAL SECURITY
FIRST

(Mr. ROTHMAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, the
problems that faced America 2 weeks
ago are still the same problems that we
face today. Despite what has occurred
in the last week, Congress still has the
obligation to move the country for-
ward.

Last year, in a remarkable show of
bipartisan effort, the Congress gave
back to Americans $94 billion in tax
cuts and education benefits. Now that
we have balanced the budget and given
America its well-deserved tax cut, we
must take care of today’s seniors and
the seniors of tomorrow by saving So-
cial Security.

Mr. Speaker, we cannot allow seniors
who have put into the system for their
whole lives to fall into poverty just be-
cause they decided to retire; and we
must never ask them to choose be-
tween food, health care, and their
home. They deserve security and dig-
nity. They paid for it.

So let us join together across party
lines, as we did for the balanced budget
and for the tax cuts, by heeding Presi-
dent Clinton’s call. Let us put Social
Security first.

IT IS A NEW YEAR AND A GOOD
TIME TO CUT TAXES

(Mr. CHABOT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, it is im-
portant that we not let any distraction
going on here in Washington get in the
way of our responsibility to provide tax
reduction and tax reform to the Amer-
ican people. With Federal taxes now
approaching 20 percent of the Gross Na-
tional Product, the highest peacetime
figure in American history, and a run-
away tax collecting bureaucracy that
strikes fear in the hearts of every hard-
working taxpayer, this Congress, not-
withstanding the usual White House
roadblocks, must move forward with
tax cuts, tax simplification and tax
fairness now. If the President chooses
to oppose our efforts, let him explain
his opposition to the American people.

Mr. Speaker, a lot of things have
changed for the better since fiscal con-
servatives replaced tax-and-spend lib-
erals in the House majority here in
Washington: welfare finally reformed,
a balanced budget actually in sight,
family tax relief on the way. But more
relief is due the American people. We
need to move with dispatch. The Amer-
ican taxpayers deserve no less.
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WHAT AMERICAN FAMILIES NEED

(Mr. MILLER of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, last night the President laid
out a blueprint that addresses the
needs of America’s family in his strong
State of the Union address. He laid out
a blueprint to start protecting Social
Security and make sure that it is on fi-
nancial safe footing in the 21st cen-
tury.

He laid out a plan for managed care
reform that for the first time will
make sure that those individuals who
are receiving medical care through
managed care are, in fact, getting the
medical care that they need and that
they deserve, given their ailments and
not that which is decided by book-
keepers and CEOs and shareholders
who have nothing to do with the deliv-
ery of medical care, those very same
people who are overriding the judg-
ment of doctors who ask that their pa-
tients be taken care of in one manner
and the managed care organizations de-
cide that they will not do that. That is
what America’s families need.

He also addressed the need for ex-
panded child care so that American
families can continue to participate in
the economic system of this country
and support their families and know
that their children are safe, know that
their children are receiving child devel-
opment and afterschool programs for
these same children.

Mr. Speaker, this is what America’s
families need. It is what the President
addressed.

SUPPORT FOR RENAMING NA-
TIONAL AIRPORT SHOULD BE BI-
PARTISAN

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day we saw a demonstration on the dif-
ferences between the Republican and
the Democrat parties.

We had, last night, the President of
the United States as our guest in this
Chamber. The President was received
warmly by Republicans. They clapped,
they were very polite, no snickering
when he talked about responsibility
and personal stuff like that. We were
cordial, and we did not mention any-
thing about ‘‘you know who.”’

Now, the same day, the Republicans
pushed forward naming the National
Airport after Ronald Reagan. He was
our leader. We are very proud of him.
He was not a perfect president. He did
stand tough against the Soviet Union.
He created jobs and brought down in-
flation and did a lot of good things. He
won a clean reelection. We are proud of
our president.

But, Mr. Speaker, every single one of
the Democrats on the Committee on
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Transportation and Infrastructure, on
a simply partisan basis, voted against
naming the National Airport after
Ronald Reagan. And yet did we turn
around last night and show what we
felt? No, we were very gentlemanly and
did the right thing.

I would ask our Democrat counter-
parts to consider their conduct, be-
cause if they want to play partisan-
ship, it is a lot more interesting to talk
about this administration than Ronald
Reagan’s.

STANDING WITH THE PRESIDENT
FOR THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE. Mr. Speaker,
last night the message of the President
of the United States was a very strong
message. It was a visionary message
full of vision and promise for America.

Last night, the American people
heard from America’s President. He of-
fered for the first time in 30 years a
balanced budget. He spoke about the
sacred privileges of the patient-physi-
cian relationship and demanded that
intrusive, hard-knuckled accountants
and others who want to look at the
numbers do not interfere with good
health care in America.

He talked to mothers and fathers
who needed child care to raise their
children right. He talked about rebuild-
ing our crumbling schools and making
a commitment to work with local gov-
ernments and jurisdictions. And, yes,
he emphasized that there is something
valuable to every American having af-
fordable housing.

Mr. Speaker, | heard one of my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
define the President’s program last
night in speaking to the public as “‘left
leaning.” If that is left leaning, | do
not want to be right. I want to stand
with the American President and the
American people and make their lives
better for the 21st century.

CONGRESS SHOULD HONOR
RONALD REAGAN

(Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.
Speaker, it will be a fitting tribute
when this Congress recognizes the
achievements of former President Ron-
ald Reagan by renaming Washington,
D.C.’s National Airport in his honor.

Let us recall the challenges our Na-
tion faced when President Reagan took
office: an economic crisis, a demor-
alized and weak military at home. Our
allies abroad mistrusted us. The Cold
War raged as country after country
was falling under the yoke of the Com-
munist Soviet Union. Americans were
losing our unique confidence and opti-
mism about the future.
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President Reagan conquered all of
these challenges. In the process he re-
stored the majesty, the dignity, the
moral authority, and our respect for
the office of the presidency.

President Ronald Reagan’s principled
leadership looms even larger today. Let
our country honor him and the values
he upheld.

ENOUGH IS ENOUGH IN CALIFOR-
NIA’S 46TH DISTRICT CONTESTED
ELECTION

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to call for an end to the con-
tested election in the 46th District of
California. Enough is enough.

It is unfortunate that our second ses-
sion is starting out much the same as
our first session did. Members of the
Republican leadership are publicly
making unsubstantiated assertions
about illegal voting in the 46th District
and about the involvement of the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms.
SANCHEZ).

The facts, however, tell a different
story. The facts are that the grand jury
investigating this matter for 13 months
found no credible evidence on which to
base a criminal prosecution, not one,
although Hermandad was called a
criminal organization in this House on
this floor. No conspiracy to commit
voter fraud was found. The Orange
County District Attorney had a thor-
ough and fair investigation. It yielded
no indictments.

The facts are that the Committee on
House Oversight asked Secretary Jones
to investigate a list. He gave us that
list back and he said that he could not
vouch for any list because he did not
know how it was put together. Let us
end this sad event in our Congress’ his-
tory.

AFTER FIVE YEARS, AMERICANS
SHOULD REMEMBER THE PLIGHT
OF PANAMANIAN KIDNAP VIC-
TIMS

(Mr. HUTCHINSON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, this
Saturday marks the 5-year anniversary
of the kidnapping of three American
missionaries in South America. On
January 31, 1993, armed bandits de-
scended upon the Panamanian village
of Pucuro and Kkidnapped Dave
Mankins, Mark Rich, and Rick
Tenenoff in the presence of their wives
and in the presence of their children.

The gunmen demanded $1 million in
return for the lives of these men, a de-
mand that could not and should not be
met.

Mr. Speaker, it has been 5 years since
these women have seen their husbands,
5 years since these children have spent
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Christmas with their fathers, yet this
story has made little news and has
sparked little protest.

Where is the sense of outrage in our
country? Where is the sense of compas-
sion?

Today on this anniversary, and
throughout the year, let us remember
these families and pray and work for
their immediate release.

TIME TO CALL AN END TO
SANCHEZ INVESTIGATION

(Mr. GEJDENSON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GEJDENSON. Mr. Speaker, sim-
ple equity would argue that we ought
to end the Sanchez investigation and
have Congress pay for the bills that we
fostered upon the gentlewoman from
California, hundreds of thousands of
dollars in legal fees for a race she won
by several hundred more votes than
Speaker GINGRICH won his race by sev-
eral years ago.

Mr. Speaker, if decency and honesty
will not do it, my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle should listen to
their pollsters. The pollsters say they
are driving Hispanic Americans out of
the Republican party and away from
Republican candidates in record num-
bers. Why? Because they see the op-
pression.

Mr. Speaker, we had charges on this
floor during the debate of fraud and
other criminal activities, all dismissed
by local and State people in California.
This woman has won this race. It is
close to 14 months after the election.
Decency would demand that we end
this investigation, pay the legal bills,
and stop the chicanery. Just because
the gentlewoman is a woman Hispanic
from California does not mean that my
colleagues have the right to drag her
through the mud for the entire two-
year term. End this investigation.

THANKS TO COACH TOM OSBORNE
OF THE NEBRASKA
CORNHUSKERS ON HIS RETIRE-
MENT

(Mr. CHRISTENSEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker,
one of the great legends of college foot-
ball retired this season. Dr. Tom
Osborne has led the Nebraska
Cornhuskers for the past 25 years, and
everyone who has watched was sad-
dened by his departure.

Tom Osborne is Cornhusker football.

As a young man, | watched him on
the sidelines. A man of honor and in-
tegrity, a true winner regardless of the
outcome of the games.

I watched him coach through years of
close games against Oklahoma, near
misses for the National Championship,
until finally in the past 5 years he has
brought home three National Cham-
pionship seasons, including this year.
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More so than football, what Tom
Osborne has provided our State of Ne-
braska and our Nation is a leader who
has placed the character development
of his young men ahead of their foot-
ball skills. Tom Osborne never forgot
the lessons he learned growing up in
Hastings and St. Paul, Nebraska; les-
sons of faith, values, commitment,
doing what you said you would do.

Mr. Speaker, we say to Coach
Osborne: Coach, thanks for the memo-
ries. We are excited to see what is
going to happen in the future. We know
that even though you are retiring, you
will continue to instill those lessons of
faith, character, and development and
doing what you said you would do into
the young lives of Nebraskans and all
America.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CONGRES-
SIONAL INTERN PROGRAM

(Ms. NORTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | come to
the floor to welcome Members home to
Washington as we begin the 1998 ses-
sion and to once again invite those who
live in the city to call me if they need
help from local government.

Mr. Speaker, | want to thank Mem-
bers who took high school volunteer in-
terns in September when the schools
were closed for repair work. Many
Members heaped praise on the perform-
ance of those D.C. high school interns.
They were thrilled by the opportunity
to work in Members’ offices. The dis-
tance between official Washington and
hometown Washington disappeared.

We were so impressed by the benefits
to all concerned that we have now es-
tablished a permanent D.C. Congres-
sional Intern program. Interns will
compete and be screened and oriented
before being assigned to Members. The
best and the brightest will be rec-
ommended to do such tasks as answer-
ing phones, sorting mail, filing, and
computer searches.

Almost 100 Members of the House and
Senate have already signed up to take
interns. I ask Members whether they
would like to help a kid from D.C. and
get extra help for their office as well.

The program will go from February 3
to May 25. Please call my office and get
a free D.C. high school intern.

O 1330
THE IRS

(Mr. METCALF asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, the
American people now know that the In-
ternal Revenue Service has been break-
ing the law for over 10 years. Recently
the IRS admitted the use of quotas.
Charles Rossotti, the present IRS Com-
missioner, said, this demonstrates that
the Agency has failed to strike the
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proper balance. It shows the IRS has
put too much emphasis on revenue and
not enough emphasis on quality cus-
tomer service and respect for tax-
payers’ rights.

Frankly, ever since the taxpayers’
Bill of Rights 10 years ago, this out-of-
control Agency has never struck a bal-
ance on anything. The only thing they
have struck is fear and intimidation
into the hearts of every taxpaying
American. This Congress must roll
back and curtail the power of the In-
ternal Revenue disservice. We must
force this Agency to respect the con-
stitutional rights of the American citi-
zens.

CALL FOR AN END TO
INVESTIGATION OF VOTER FRAUD

(Mr. MENENDEZ asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, the
grand jury in Orange County, with all
of the available facts and documents
and information at their disposal, did
not find probable cause to issue even a
single criminal indictment concerning
voter fraud in LORETTA SANCHEZ’S Vic-
tory. The Republican California Sec-
retary of state, who well over a year
ago certified LORETTA SANCHEZ the
winner after a painstaking recount,
concluded in December that no new
evidence warranted changing that re-
sult.

In fact, listen to what Secretary
Jones had to say about the so-called
evidence the Republicans sent to him,
and | quote, ‘“We don’t know if they are
illegal or not because we don’t know
the status of the individuals on the list
or how the list was put together. |
can’t vouch for the list.”

Let me repeat that, ‘Il can’t vouch
for the list.”

Mr. Speaker, that is what we Demo-
crats have been saying all along. This
so-called evidence is useless and worth-
less and nothing more than an attack
on Hispanic voters in the Nation. It is
time to end this investigation and the
enormous amount of taxpayer dollars
spent.

UNFAIRNESS IN THE TAX CODE:
THE MARRIAGE TAX PENALTY

(Mr. WELLER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, today |
want to raise the issue of the marriage
tax penalty. Let me just frame this
issue by asking some very simple ques-
tions. Do Americans feel that it is fair
that a married working couple with
two incomes pays higher taxes than a
similar couple living together outside a
marriage? Do Americans feel that it is
fair that the average married working
couple, two incomes, pays $1,400 more
in higher taxes? Do Americans feel
that it is fair that our Tax Code actu-
ally provides an incentive to get di-
vorced? In fact, the only way a married
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working couple that pays a marriage
tax penalty can avoid it is to file for di-
vorce. That is just wrong.

Think about it. Fourteen hundred
dollars, that is a lot of money back in
Illinois and throughout this country.
Fourteen hundred dollars is 1 year’s
tuition in a local community college, 3
to 4 months of day care or child care at
a local day care center.

We need to make a bipartisan prior-
ity this year the elimination of the
marriage tax penalty. In fact we look
to President Clinton to join with us to
make it a bipartisan priority to elimi-
nate the marriage tax penalty.

PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE—DIS-
MISSAL OF CONTEST IN 46TH
DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

Mr. GEPHARDT. Mr. Speaker, | rise
to a question of the privileges of the
House, and | send to the desk a privi-
leged resolution (H. Res. 341) pursuant
to clause 2 of rule IX and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 341

Whereas, Loretta Sanchez was issued a cer-
tificate of election as the duly elected Mem-
ber of Congress from the 46th District of
California by the Secretary of State of Cali-
fornia and was seated by the U.S. House of
Representatives on January 7, 1997; and

Whereas, a notice of contest of election
was filed with the Clerk of the House by Mr.
Robert Dornan on December 26, 1996; and

Whereas, the task force on the contested
election in the 46th District of California
met on February 26, 1997 in Washington, DC,
on April 18, 1997 in Orange County, Califor-
nia, and on October 24, 1997 in Washington,
DC; and

Whereas, Mr. Robert Dornan made unsub-
stantiated charges of improper voting from a
business, rather than a resident address; un-
derage voting; double voting; and large num-
bers of individuals voting from the same ad-
dress; and

Whereas, these charges are without merit,
as it was found that those voting from the
same address included United States Marines
residing at a marine barracks and nuns re-
siding at a domicile of nuns; that business
addresses were legal residences for the indi-
viduals, including the zoo keeper of the
Santa Ana Zoo; that duplicate voting was by
different individuals and those accused of
underage voting were of age; and

Whereas, the Committee on House Over-
sight has issued unprecedented subpoenas di-
recting the Immigration and Naturalization
Service to compare its records with Orange
County voter registration records, the first
time in any election in the history of the
United States that the INS has been asked
by Congress to verify the citizenship of vot-
ers; and

Whereas, the INS has complied with the
committee’s request and, at the committee’s
request, for over eight months, has engaged
in a manual check of its paper files and has
provided worksheets containing supple-
mental information on that manual check to
the Committee on House Oversight; and

Whereas, the committee’s investigation
has extended far beyond a review of those
who actually voted in this contested election
and;

Whereas, the district attorney of Orange
County has ended his investigation and an
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Orange County grand jury has refused to re-
turn any indictments and allegations of a
conspiracy to engage in voter fraud have
been proven groundless; and

Whereas, the Committee on House Over-
sight has received a report from the sec-
retary of State of California, in response to
the committee’s request, which yielded no
new information; and

Whereas, the committee’s requests have
caused this contest to be needlessly extended
for four additional months while the sec-
retary of State of California provided no new
information regarding the citizenship status
of registrants or voters; and

Whereas, the task force on the contested
election in the 46th district of California and
the committee have been reviewing these
materials and have all the information they
need regarding who voted in the 46th district
and all the information required to make
judgments concerning those votes; and

Whereas, the Committee on House Over-
sight has after 13 months of review and in-
vestigation failed to present any credible
evidence demonstrating that Congresswoman
Sanchez did not win this election and contin-
ues to pursue never ending and groundless
areas of investigation; and

Whereas, contestant Robert Dornan has
not shown or provided credible evidence that
the outcome of the election is other than
Congresswoman Sanchez’s election to the
Congress; and

Whereas, the Committee on House Over-
sight should complete its review of this mat-
ter and bring this contest to an end; and
now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the election contest con-
cerning the 46th district of California is dis-
missed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NussLE). The resolution constitutes a
question of the privileges of the House
under rule IX.

MOTION TO TABLE OFFERED BY MR. SOLOMON

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I move
to table the resolution.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | have a
parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state it.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, am | cor-
rect from a parliamentary standpoint
under the rules this resolution would
be debatable for 1 hour, if not tabled?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is
correct.

Mr. HOYER. | thank the Chair. We
would like to do that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to table of-
fered by the gentleman from New York
(Mr. SOLOMON).

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, | object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 214, nays
189, not voting 27, as follows:

Evi-
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Aderholt
Archer
Armey
Bachus
Baker
Ballenger
Barr
Barrett (NE)
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Bateman
Bereuter
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bliley
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Brady
Bryant
Bunning
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canady
Cannon
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Chenoweth
Christensen
Coble
Coburn
Collins
Combest
Cook
Cooksey
Cox

Crane
Crapo
Cubin
Cunningham
Davis (VA)
DelLay
Diaz-Balart
Dickey
Doolittle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
English
Ensign
Everett
Fawell
Foley
Fossella
Fowler
Fox
Franks (NJ)
Frelinghuysen
Ganske
Gekas
Gibbons

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Andrews
Baesler
Baldacci
Barcia
Barrett (WI)
Bentsen
Berry
Bishop
Blagojevich
Blumenauer
Bonior
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brown (CA)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Cardin
Carson
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[Roll No. 2]
YEAS—214

Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Goodlatte
Goodling
Goss
Graham
Granger
Greenwood
Gutknecht
Hansen
Hastert
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill
Hilleary
Hobson
Hoekstra
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inglis
Istook
Jenkins
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Kasich
Kelly

Kim

King (NY)
Kingston
Klug
Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaHood
Largent
Latham
LaTourette
Lazio
Leach
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Livingston
LoBiondo
Lucas
Manzullo
McCollum
McCrery
McHugh
Mclnnis
MclIntosh
McKeon
Metcalf
Mica
Miller (FL)
Moran (KS)
Myrick
Nethercutt
Neumann
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oxley
Packard
Pappas

NAYS—189

Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Condit
Conyers
Costello
Coyne
Cramer
Cummings
Danner
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
Delahunt
DelLauro
Dellums
Deutsch
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Doggett

Parker

Paul

Paxon
Pease
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Pombo
Porter
Portman
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Ramstad
Redmond
Regula
Riggs

Riley
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Roukema
Royce

Ryun
Salmon
Sanford
Saxton
Schaefer, Dan
Schaffer, Bob
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Shimkus
Shuster
Skeen
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith, Linda
Snowbarger
Solomon
Souder
Spence
Stearns
Stump
Sununu
Talent
Tauzin
Taylor (NC)
Thomas
Thornberry
Thune
Tiahrt
Traficant
Upton
Walsh
Wamp
Watkins
Watts (OK)
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
White
Whitfield
Wicker
Wolf

Young (FL)

Doyle
Edwards
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Fazio
Filner
Forbes
Ford
Frank (MA)
Frost
Furse
Gejdenson
Gephardt
Goode
Gordon
Green
Gutierrez
Hall (OH)
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Hall (TX) McDermott Sabo
Hamilton McGovern Sanchez
Harman McHale Sanders
Hastings (FL) Mcintyre Sandlin
Hilliard McKinney Sawyer
Hinchey McNulty Schumer
Hinojosa Meehan Scott
Holden Meek Serrano
Hooley Menendez Sherman
Hoyer Millender- Sisisky
Jackson (IL) McDonald Skaggs
Jackson-Lee Miller (CA) Skelton

(TX) Minge Slaughter
Jefferson Mink Smith, Adam
John Moakley Snyder
Johnson (WI1) Moran (VA) Spratt
Johnson, E. B. Murtha Stabenow
Kanjorski Nadler Stark
Kaptur Neal Stenholm
Kennedy (MA) Oberstar Stokes
Kennedy (RI) Obey Strickland
Kildee Olver Stupak
Kilpatrick Owens Tauscher
Kleczka Pallone Taylor (MS)
Klink Pascrell Thompson
Kucinich Pastor Thurman
LaFalce Payne Tierney
Lampson Pelosi Torres
Lantos Peterson (MN) Towns
Levin Pickett Turner
Lewis (GA) Pomeroy Velazquez
Lofgren Poshard Vento
Lowey Price (NC) Visclosky
Maloney (CT) Rahall Waters
Maloney (NY) Rangel Watt (NC)
Manton Reyes Waxman
Markey Rivers Wexler
Martinez Rodriguez Weygand
Mascara Roemer Woolsey
Matsui Rothman Wynn
McCarthy (MO) Roybal-Allard Yates
McCarthy (NY) Rush

NOT VOTING—27

Becerra Hefner Morella
Berman Hutchinson Ortiz
Borski Johnson (CT) Ros-Lehtinen
Deal Kennelly Scarborough
DeGette Kind (WI) Schiff
Dooley Lipinski Smith (OR)
Ewing Luther Tanner
Gallegly McDade Wise
Gonzalez Mollohan Young (AK)
0O 1404

Mr. METCALF and Mr. FOLEY

changed their vote from ‘nay’” to

“‘yea’.

So the motion to table was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE ON
COMMERCE TO FILE SUPPLE-
MENTAL REPORT ON H.R. 10, FI-
NANCIAL SERVICES ACT OF 1997

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, | ask unan-
imous consent to file on behalf of the
Committee on Commerce a supple-
mental report to accompany the bill
(H.R. 10) the Financial Services Act of
1997.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SNOWBARGER). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

ELECTION OF MEMBER TO
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET

Mr. FAZIO of California. Mr. Speak-
er, | offer a resolution (H.Res. 342) and
ask unanimous consent for its imme-
diate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:
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Resolved, That the following named Mem-
ber be, and is hereby, elected to the follow-
ing standing committee of the House of Rep-
resentatives:

To the Committee on Budget, David Price
of North Carolina.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2174

Mr. BURR of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, | ask unanimous consent to
remove my name as a cosponsor of H.R.
2174. 1t was never my intent to become
a cosponsor of this legislation, and I
believe a simple clerical error caused
my name to be attached.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

(Mr. BONIOR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, | take
this time for the purpose of inquiring
about the schedule for today and the
remainder of the week and next week,
and | yield to the distinguish gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. SOLOMON),
chairman of the Committee on Rules.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
BonNIoR) for yielding; and on behalf of
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
ARMEY), the Majority Leader, let me
just say that | am pleased to announce
that we have finished legislative busi-
ness for this week.

The House will reconvene on Tues-
day, February 3rd, at 12:30 for morning
hour and 2:00 p.m. for legislative busi-
ness. On Tuesday, the House will con-
sider a number of bills under suspen-
sion of the rules, a list of which will be
distributed to Members’ offices. Mem-
bers should note that we do not expect
any recorded votes on the suspensions
before 5:00 p.m. on Tuesday, February
3rd.

On Wednesday and Thursday, the
House will meet at 10:00 a.m. to con-
sider the following legislation: H.R.
2625, the Ronald Reagan National Air-
port; H.R. 2846, a bill to prohibit spend-
ing Federal education funds on na-
tional testing; a resolution concerning
attorneys’ fees, costs, and sanctions
payable by the White House Health
Care Task Force; a resolution express-
ing the sense of Congress regarding the
situation in lIraqg; and a privileged mo-
tion to consider H.R. 2631, which is con-
sideration of the President’s veto of
the act disapproving his cancellations
on the Military Construction Appro-
priations Act.

Mr. Speaker, we hope to conclude
legislative business for the week by 6
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p.m. on Thursday, February 5th. There
will be no votes on Friday, February 6.

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, | thank
my colleague, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. SoLOMON), for apprising us of
the schedule.

My friend from New York probably
noticed that | have a bad voice this
afternoon. | would just tell my friend
that, as a member of Galludet’s board,
the University of Galludet, | learned
sign language. And while 1 do not be-
lieve we can communicate with each
other, | just thought | would share
with my friend from New York two
signs that | have learned over the
years.

This one means ‘“‘not my problem,”’
just flicking your hands like this. And
this one, you have got to take your
glasses off and go high up on your nose,
means ‘“‘boring.” So | am sure the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. SOLOMON),
the chairman of the Committee on
Rules, can avail himself of those two
signs at the appropriate time in the
coming year.

Let me also say to my friend from
New York that we are curious on our
side of the aisle about not this coming
Wednesday but the Wednesday after
that. As my colleague knows, both our
caucus and conference have con-
ferences scheduled for Monday and
Tuesday. Can the gentleman tell us
when on Wednesday we can expect
votes that week, what time on Wednes-
day?

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman would yield, not before 5
p.m. on that Wednesday. That would
accommodate both caucuses.

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, | thank my friend for ac-
commodating us.

The final point I would leave the gen-
tleman from New York with is, | see we
do not have the list of bills that will be
on suspension next week. We are hope-
ful that we will maintain the cordiality
we were able to put together at the end
of the session last year and the Demo-
crats will get a reasonable fair share of
suspension bills on the calendar.

Having said that, | thank my friend,
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
SoLOoMON), and | wish him a good week-
end.

O 1415
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SNOWBARGER). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 1997, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE
HONORABLE EDNA F. KELLY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. TOWNS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today, along with my colleagues, to
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pay tribute to the late Edna F. Kelly, a
Member who served in this body for 19
years, from 1949 to 1968.

Yesterday | spoke about her signifi-
cant contribution in the foreign policy
arena. | would be remiss, however, if |
did not also share with my colleagues
the gentlelady’s achievements on do-
mestic issues.

Early in the 1950s, she was among the
first in Congress to advocate for a tax
reduction for low-income single par-
ents left with the sole responsibility of
caring for their dependent children.
Congresswoman Kelly called attention
to the inequity in the Tax Code that
permitted business deductions for en-
tertainment, but none for child care.

As she said at the time, there cer-
tainly can be no question as to the jus-
tice for this exemption. This is a meas-
ure to protect the family, and it is
principally a matter to help protect
the children.

Her proposal became part of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1954.

The gentlewoman from New York can
also be credited with promoting the
first equal pay for equal work bill,
which she introduced in 1951. It was a
landmark effort, which established a
new era in the fight for women’s equal-
ity. Congresswoman Kelly was in at-
tendance when President Kennedy
signed the Equal Pay Act into law
June 10, 1963.

In her later years in Congress, Edna
Kelly often spoke with pride of her sup-
port for measures that helped this Na-
tion expand social and economic jus-
tice and opened doors to housing, edu-
cation, voting and jobs for all minori-
ties. She received numerous awards, in-
cluding the Mother Gerard Phelan
Award from Marymount College; an
honorary doctorate from Russell Sage
College, and her alma mater Hunter
College’s highest honor, the Centennial
Medal.

She set a standard of service that
made all New Yorkers proud. As our
former Governor Hugh Carey said in
reference to Congresswoman Kelly,
“Her legislative ability and outstand-
ing contributions dispel all doubts
about the leadership potential and po-
litical acumen of our American
womanpower.’’

Mr. Speaker, at this time | would
like to yield to my colleague, the gen-
tleman from upstate New York (Mr.
SoLoMON), who knew her and worked
with her.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, | cer-
tainly thank the gentleman from New
York for letting me participate in this
well-deserved praise of this woman. It
is a solemn occasion to join my good
friend in paying tribute to this former
Member of this body who graced these
halls in this House for so long. I am
talking about, of course, Congress-
woman Edna Kelly from New York who
did pass away, as the gentleman just
said, last month at the age of 91.

Although | did not have the privilege
of serving with her, I watched her for
many years and saw her reputation
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being so impeccable; her dignity and
her good nature were just so over-
whelming. As a matter of fact, my per-
sonal secretary today was in the Con-
gress back in those days as a staffer,
and she just told me before | came over
here that she was one of the nicest la-
dies that she had ever met in her life.

Mrs. Kelly was so quick to dispel
those myths that women did not be-
long in politics, with her quick wit and
strong character. Back in those days
there were few women in this Congress,
as the gentleman knows. In fact, she
went on to a distinguished 20-year ca-
reer, serving from 1949 until 1969. All
along the way, she won the respect and
she won the admiration of her col-
leagues on both sides of this aisle.

All you need to look at are the com-
ments other Members of the House
made right on this very floor almost 30
years ago to mark her retirement from
this Congress. Particularly then Minor-
ity Leader and soon to be President
Gerald Ford of Michigan rose to pay
tribute to Mrs. Kelly. | think President
Ford summed up Edna’s service well
when he said ‘“Her service has been ex-
traordinary. Her departure means a
loss of her talents and her charm which
will be felt by all of us, on both sides of
the aisle, in the future.”

Mr. Speaker, that is so very true. For
me, | guess probably the thing | admire
most and respect Mrs. Kelly for was
her commitment to fighting com-
munism and its advance in Europe and
throughout the world. Her service on
the Committee on Foreign Affairs,
where | used to serve years ago, and
her courage and devotion to protecting
our allies, our friends in Europe, during
the height of the Cold War, are just so,
so very commendable. She certainly
played no small role in standing up to
the spread of deadly atheistic com-
munism and the eventual rollback that
would take place in Europe and all over
the world some years after her depar-
ture from this Congress.

Mr. Speaker, she is another one of
those Cold War heroes to which we all
owe a great deal for our position today
as the lone superpower of the world.
For that she should never be forgotten.
But her service to her community, as
Mr. TowNs has outlined so well, in
Brooklyn, New York, and to all New
Yorkers, not to mention her commit-
ment to the American family and the
welfare of our children, goes absolutely
unsurpassed on the floor of this cham-
ber.

So it is for her strength and her com-
mitment, as much as her elegance and
charm, that she will be remembered
and sorely missed. My heart goes out
to her family and her sister, her two
children, eight grandchildren and 17
great-grandchildren, one of whom, her
daughter Pat Kelly, is a longtime
faithful employee of this House. For-
mally she was a staffer on the Commit-
tee on Rules many years ago, and
where | now have the privilege of serv-
ing.

So | would just again thank the gen-
tleman from New York. The gentleman
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is just as commendable as Mrs. Kelly
was. | have a great deal of respect for
the gentleman, too, and | appreciate
his bringing this on the floor today in
honor of this wonderful woman.

I thank the gentleman from New
York for the time.

Mr. TOWNS. | would like to thank
my colleague from New York for his
comments.

Of course, | think that when we look
back at her work, I think we can say
that she used the philosophy to “‘let
the work | have done speak for me.”” |
think she has done a magnificent job,
and, of course, let me say to the family
the fact that we have lost her, but the
point is that the work that she has
done will live on and on and on.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
recognize and pay tribute to the legacy of
Edna Flannery Kelly, a longtime Member of
the U.S. House of Representatives from
Brooklyn, who departed this life on December
14, 1997 at the age of 91.

Mrs. Kelly served for 20 years as a Demo-
crat in the House of Representatives, from
1949 to 1969, where she was the first woman
elected to Congress from Brooklyn.

In a political career that spanned the turbu-
lent decades of the 50s and 60s, Edna Kelly
earned national acclaim for strengthening U.S.
foreign policy to meet the threat of communist
expansionism in Europe and Asia. In addition,
her initiatives to improve the economic status
of American families as well as her support of
civil rights legislation, paved the way for great-
er opportunity for all Americans.

Mrs. Kelly’'s rise to the national political
scene, spoke of her strong character, sharp
intellect, and gracious charm. She didn’t con-
sider a career in politics until the unexpected
death of her husband in 1942. In 1949, she
won a special election to the 81st Congress,
filling the unexpired term of deceased Demo-
cratic Congressman, Andrew L. Somers. Sub-
sequently, she was reelected to Congress
nine times in landslide victories by her con-
stituency, and from 1956 to 1968, served as
the Democratic National Committeewoman
from the State of New York.

Many of Mrs. Kelly’'s proposals became law
during the administrations of Truman, Eisen-
hower, Kennedy, and Johnson. One such
measure was an amendment to the Mutual
Security Act in 1951, which instigated one of
the largest, international humanitarian efforts
to help resettle people dislocated by World
War Il. As a result of the Kelly amendment,
more than a million and a half displaced per-
sons, most from the Soviet Union and Eastern
Europe, were able to find new homes and op-
portunities, enabling them to rebuild their lives.

Mrs. Kelly is remembered for sponsoring the
legislation that created the Peace Corps, and
was also instrumental in establishing the U.S.
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency.

Her statesmanship and diplomatic skills
were recognized by President John F. Ken-
nedy, who appointed her a member of the
United States Delegation to the United Nations
in 1963.

Throughout her service in Congress, Edna
Kelly worked to improve health and education
and the standard of living of American fami-
lies. She also looked to the needs of those
most vulnerable—the sick, the disabled, the
elderly, and the poor and underprivileged.
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Her constituents benefited greatly from her
commitment to them as she was able to as-
sess their needs and provide leadership on a
variety of issues. She often spoke with pride
of her support for different measures that
helped the nation expand social and economic
justice as well as open doors to housing, edu-
cation, voting, and jobs for all minorities.

On leaving the House of Representatives,
Mrs. Kelly was accorded the highest tribute by
her colleagues on both sides of the political
aisle. Speaker John W. McCormack, Tip
O'Neill, Gerald Ford, Hugh Carey, Claude
Pepper, and many others, stood up in the
House to praise her outstanding legislative
service and contributions to American foreign
policy.

Mr. Speaker, please join me in honoring the
spirit and legacy of Edna F. Kelly, a great
American and life-long resident of New York.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, the loss of Edna
Kelly, life-long New Yorker, is a great one.
Mrs. Kelly represented Brooklyn—and was the
first woman to do so—for 19 years. She was
an effective and articulate expert on both for-
eign affairs and domestic issues. A champion
of NATO and an expert on Soviet Bloc coun-
tries, Mrs. Kelly also sponsored measures to
help refugees and displaced people after
World War Il and helped create the Peace
Corps program. She advocated for equal pay
for equal work for women and for better wom-
en’'s access to child care, credit, pensions,
housing and educational opportunities.

Mrs. Kelly’'s accomplishments were all the
greater for the fact that she operated in an al-
most exclusively male political world. Her intel-
ligence and tenacity earned the respect and
admiration of her colleagues. We will all miss
her.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the special order just given.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

SUNDRY MESSAGES FROM THE
PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the
President of the United States were
communicated to the House by Mr.
Sherman Williams, one of his secretar-
ies.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from lllinois (Mr. CRANE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. CRANE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

MORE CHOICE IN MEDICAL
TREATMENT NEEDED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. KLINK)
is recognized for 5 minutes.
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Mr. KLINK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to say to my colleagues, | was so happy
last night to hear the President in his
State of the Union speech talk about
giving our constituents, the people of
this country, the opportunity to choose
the doctor of their choice and, together
with that doctor, decide what kind of
treatment they want.

Over the past week and a half, back
in the Fourth Congressional District of
Pennsylvania, which is around the city
of Pittsburgh, | have been holding
some fact-finding sessions on health
care. The reason we did this is because
we kept getting calls, either from doc-
tors or other health care providers,
who were distraught, and that is the
only way to describe them, because
they could not be included in an HMO
network where their patients had pur-
chased the insurance.

On the other side you had patients
who, because of the high cost of insur-
ance, are being herded into HMOs,
thinking that they have the choice of
their doctor, only to find out that they
have a primary care physician that
they can choose among a group, or one
is assigned to them, and only that phy-
sician can decide whether they can go
to another doctor, whether they can
see a specialist, or what hospital they
can go to. And all of a sudden, particu-
larly for those of us who live in the
Pittsburgh region, where Dr. Jonas
Salk 4 decades ago solved the solution
to polio, where, during the 1970s and
1980s, great doctors like Thomas Starzl
developed transplant surgery and
antirejection drugs so that people can
get new organs, they can have their
bodies repaired.

What a great time to live in and what
a great geographic region to live in,
where people from all over the entire
world would come to our Pittsburgh re-
gion for this medical treatment. Yet
people who live right across the street
from those hospitals, a block away
from these doctors’ offices, do not have
access to those doctors, because their
health care plan will not let them go
there.

So when the President said last night
this is a decision that should be up to
the person, as to where they get their
health care, what doctor they see, it
should be up to the doctor and patient
together to decide how long you are in
the hospital, what kind of medication
you take, | was pleased to see Members
on both sides of the aisle rise and ap-
plaud. It tells me that this Congress is
serious about not acting as just Demo-
crats or not acting just as Republicans,
but acting as Americans, to give people
the choice of the health care that they
need.

I saw people come into my hearing
who had tears streaming down their
face saying that their husband passed
away. Now | do not have insurance, I
am not old enough for Medicare yet. |
have got a preexisting condition. | have
got diabetes. | am going blind. What
are my choices? Where do | get insur-
ance?
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How about the 23-year-old kid, not
any longer on their parents’ insurance
policy, out in the workplace, but in
this day and age only capable of get-
ting a part-time job? That is the new
style in America today, work people 30
hours, 35 hours, 36 hours, just enough
under the 40-hour workweek so they do
not get benefits. Then the insurance
companies refuse to deal with an indi-
vidual, just selling them an insurance
policy.

Back in 1993 and 1994, we had a debate
on what was then called the Clinton
health care policy. It was a very large,
massive piece of legislation. | was on
one of the committees of jurisdiction.

| did not support that legislation. It
seems that after we had that debate
and we failed in a bipartisan fashion to
decide how that trillion-dollar industry
called health care is going to be oper-
ated, that the insurance companies
now have taken it upon themselves.
They now control the purse strings. It
is not managed care; it is managed dol-
lars. We are not managing the care,
where we are telling people that you
have access to that care; we are man-
aging the amount of resources.

So a primary care physician is ap-
pointed by a health insurance com-
pany. They know that he or she will
only be successful if they give a lim-
ited amount of referrals out of net-
work, or a limited amount of referrals
to specialists. So those kind of refer-
rals, in many instances, are very hard
to come by.

We heard story after story of people
who were released from the hospital
too early. One gentleman in his seven-
ties, with a Medicare HMO, was in an
automobile accident. His wife was in
the car accident with him. She had
trauma to her heart in the accident.
She was not hurt as seriously as he was
though. He had kidney damage, had to
have a catheter, had the orbit bones in
his face broken. They took him from
Westmoreland County into the city of
Pittsburgh to the University of Pitts-
burgh Medical Center, where all the
wonderful transplant procedures are
done. Because they did not know how
they were going to treat these broken
orbit bones, they released him from the
hospital on a stretcher in an ambu-
lance.

Those stories are too frequent, they
are too sad. People must have the
choice. Health care must be affordable.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. RIGGS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. RIGGS addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. SLAUGH-
TER) is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Ms. SLAUGHTER addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.]
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REVISIONS TO THE AGGREGATE
SPENDING LEVELS CONTAINED
IN H. CON. RES. 84

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KASICH) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. KASICH. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to Sec.
314 of the Congressional Budget Act, | hereby
submit for printing in the CONGRESSIONAL
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RECORD revisions to the aggregate spending
levels contained in H. Con. Res. 84 and a re-
vised allocation for the House Committee on
Appropriations to reflect $360,000,000 in addi-
tional new budget authority and $20,000,000
in additional outlays for “Payment of Inter-
national Arrearages.”

The House Committee on Appropriations
submitted the conference report on H.R. 2159,
a bill making appropriations for the Foreign

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

[Dollar in millions]
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Operations for Fiscal Year 1998 which in-
cludes $360,000,000 in budget authority and
$20,000,000 in outlays for international arrear-
ages.

These adjustments took effect upon enact-
ment P.L. 105-118.

Questions may be directed to Art Sauer or
Jim Bates at x2—7270.

The adjustments are set forth on the at-
tached table.

Discretionary

Current Allocation Change Revised Allocation

BA 0 AB 0 BA 0

General Purpose $520,165  $549,878 +360 +20  $520,525  $549,898

Violent Crime Reduction Trust Fund 5,500 3592 5,500 3,592

Total 525,665 553,470 +360 +20 526,025 553,490
The aggregate levels for budget authority
and outlays for fiscal year 1998 are increased

as follows:
[Dollar in millions]
Current Aggregates Change Revised Aggregates
BA 0 BA 0 BA 0
$1,387,228 $1,372,502 +$360 +$20 $1,387,588 $1,372,522

Pursuant to Sec. 205(a) of H. Con. Res. 84,
The Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for
Fiscal Year 1998 and Title V of P.L. 105-83
making Appropriations for the Department of
Interior and Related Agencies for 1998, | here-
by submit for printing in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD a revised allocation for the House
Committee on Appropriations to reflect
$700,000,000 in additional new budget author-
ity and $248,000,000 in additional outlays for

“Priority Federal Land Acquisitions and Ex-
changes.”

Sec. 205(a) of H. Con. Res. 84 requires that
the Chairman of the Budget Committee to
make an adjustment “* * * after the reporting
of an appropriation measure * * * that pro-
vides $700 million in budget authority for fiscal
year 1998 for Federal land acquisitions and to
finalize priority Federal land exchanges, * * *”

Title V of P.L. 105-83 provides “That mon-
eys provided in this title, when combined with
moneys provided by other titles in this Act,
shall for purposes of section 205(a) of H. Con.
Res. 84 (105th Congress) be considered to
provide $700,000,000 in budget authority for
fiscal year 1998 for Federal land acquisitions
and to finalize priority land exchanges.”

The adjustments are shown on the attached
table.

ADJUSTMENTS FOR LAND ACQUISITIONS—COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

[Dollars in millions]

Current allocation Change Revised allocation

BA 0 BA 0 BA 0

General purpose discretionary

Violent crime reduction trust fund

Total

$520,525
5,500

$549,898
3592 ..

$521,225
5,500

$550,146

+700 +248
SO 3,540

526,025 553,490 +700 +248 526,725 553,738

Aggregate levels for budget authority and
outlays for fiscal year 1998 remain unchanged
as follows:

[Dollars in millions]

Budget authority ..........c.ccooeeviiennnnnn. $1,387,588
OULIAYS eieviieiiie e $1,372,522

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. ENGEL addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

INVOLVING AMERICAN PEOPLE IN
SOCIAL SECURITY REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. SAN-
FORD) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Speaker, last
night in the President’s State of the
Union address, he talked about some-
thing that is important to all Ameri-

cans, and what he said was let’s save
Social Security.

What | think that means for all of us
is that we get involved in that debate,
because what he outlined was the be-
ginning of a conversation wherein
groups like Concord Coalition or AARP
would be involved in town meetings
throughout this next year, and then in
December there would be a Social Se-
curity summit at the White House, and
maybe the possibility of legislative
change after that.

Well, there have been a number of us
here in the House that have been talk-
ing about Social Security for some
time, and what needs to take place
right now is that all Americans, as
they think about Social Security, |
would beg of them to be involved in
this debate, because there is nothing
more important to a whole lot of
Americans than will or will not their
Social Security check be there and
waiting for them.

O 1430

I think that as we begin to think
about it, we all know the problem. The
problem has been very well described.
The Social Security trustees said that
if we do nothing to save Social Secu-
rity, it goes bankrupt in 30 years and it
begins to run structural deficits in
about 15 years. What the trustees’ re-
port also showed was that if we do
nothing to save Social Security, that
the average rate of return for some-
body working and paying into Social
Security is but 1.9 percent. Mr. Speak-
er, 1.9 percent. That is not the Amer-
ican dream.

The American dream is built upon
putting a little bit of money away that
actually grows towards something. But
in this case, it is the case of putting
money into a system; again, we are not
talking about my grandmother’s Social
Security or my mother’s Social Secu-
rity, but we are talking about each of
my three boys’ Social Security. And
that idea of earning 1.9 percent overall
is bad, but what the trustees’ report
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also shows is that anybody born after
1948 will get a negative rate of return
on their Social Security investment.

So as we think about this debate that
is soon coming to this Congress and is
soon coming to the White House, we
ought to think about a couple of
things. We ought to think about how
do we fix it, because that is the big
question. Do we simply cut benefits? |
live along the coast of South Carolina
and the retirees that | talk to there
think that is a horrible idea. That is
not the way to fix Social Security.

We have many young people. Other
people say, all right, if we cannot cut
benefits, maybe we can raise payroll
taxes. | think that is a crazy idea, be-
cause the young people that | talk to
on a daily basis at home in South Caro-
lina say that the idea of raising payroll
taxes would squeeze them that much
more. We can only squeeze but so much
blood from a turnip and those young
families that | talk to say they are
squeezed. The idea of raising taxes
would hurt them.

That only leaves one other option
out there for saving Social Security
and that is letting one earn more on
their Social Security investment, more
than this 1.9 percent or more than this
negative number. That is, | think, the
significance of at least thinking about
the idea of personal savings accounts.
Because when personal savings ac-
counts have been tried around the
globe, people overwhelmingly have
elected that option.

In South American countries, 95 per-
cent of the workers in Chile chose the
idea of personal savings accounts. In
Great Britain, whose demographics are
remarkably similar to our own, 75 per-
cent of the workers chose the option of
personal savings accounts, or in our
own country, a number of counties
down in south Texas ran into the same
problem we are running into in terms
of demographics. They said, how are we
going to fix Social Security, and prior
to 1983 at the county government level,
the State government level, one could
create one’s own Social Security sys-
tem. Those counties in south Texas did
and 80 percent of the workers, when
given the option of personal savings ac-
counts, chose that option.

So | think that as we think about
this debate that is coming our way, we
really need to look at how do we save
Social Security, and | think at least
part of the formula for saving Social
Security will be the option of personal
savings accounts. Not mandatory, but
again, leaving people above the age of
65 alone. We do not yank the rug out
from underneath seniors, but offer the
young people the choice, if it makes
more sense for them and for their fami-
lies, this option of personal savings ac-
counts.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.
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[Ms. NORTON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extension of Remarks.]

SANCHEZ WON FAIR AND SQUARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, today this House took an ac-
tion that | think does not speak well of
the premise that if one runs fairly and
wins fairly, one should be allowed to
serve fairly.

Leader GEPHARDT offered to this
House an opportunity to move democ-
racy forward by ceasing and desisting
from the pursuit of an investigation
against Congresswoman LORETTA
SANCHEZ, who won her election fair and
square in California.

So | rise today, Mr. Speaker, to chal-
lenge the injustice to a person who de-
serves justice. | rise today concerning
the continuing investigation of the
Committee on House Oversight into
the partisan political crusade that they
have carried on in an effort to harass
Congresswoman LORETTA  SANCHEZ
since she defeated Bob Dornan in the
last congressional election. That com-
mittee, despite the lack of any shred of
credible evidence, has dragged on its
investigation for no other reason ex-
cept partisan politics. We already know
that the constituents of LORETTA
SANCHEZ’ district appreciates her serv-
ice, has received her well, agrees with
her positions, and she is serving them
well.

Mr. Speaker, | would simply say in
American lingo, the jig is up. An Or-
ange County grand jury has concluded
its investigation of Mr. Dornan’s delu-
sions of voter fraud and concluded
there was no credible evidence to in-
dict anyone and that there was no
criminal conspiracy to commit voter
fraud. This is the system that we put in
place, and that system has determined
that there is no criminal acts to be
prosecuted.

Mr. Dornan’s accusations that a
Latino civil rights organization con-
spired to commit voter fraud in order
to defeat him did not stand up under
the scrutiny of an Orange County
grand jury investigation. What Mr.
Dornan now needs to understand and
the Committee on House Oversight
needs to determine once and for all is
that LORETTA SANCHEZ beat Bob Dor-
nan and LORETTA SANCHEZ has been
properly representing the people of the
46th District in California. Get a grip,
understand reality, be fair, and allow
this particular Congressperson to have
the same kind of justice that any one
of us would want to have and to be able
to represent her constituents.

This is a shameless vendetta carried
on by Mr. Dornan against Latino vot-
ers, and it now must come to an end.
The local prosecutors have concluded
their investigation. It is now time for
the Members of the Committee on
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House Oversight to pull up its stakes
and stop spending our taxpayers’ dol-
lars chasing the smoke screen being
spread by former Members.

This is a former Member whose own
colleagues have recognized him as an
embarrassment to the principles of this
House. His outrageous behavior on the
floor of the House in doing various acts
of swearing, insulting and threatening
other Members was without precedent
in this august body. When the House
voted to revoke his privilege as a
former Member from coming to the
floor, that should serve, or should have
served, as our notice about the credi-
bility of these charges. That vote was a
blight on a former Member that was
unprecedented and should have moved
the committee to hasten the conclu-
sion of its proceedings. But the mem-
bers of the committee have continued
to follow the lead from this defeated,
radical, right wing ideologue, flying in
the face of that vote, and now the con-
clusions of a local grand jury. The com-
mittee keeps up its witch-hunt to in-

validate votes in Congresswoman
SANCHEZ’S 1996 election.
Mr. Speaker, Mr. Dornan and his

band of followers need to now admit to
themselves the simple fact that the
voters in California’s 46th Congres-
sional District understood in November
of 1996 LORETTA SANCHEZ beat Bob Dor-
nan fair and square. Get a life, and let
us get over it. But more importantly,
let us move forward. Let us allow this
House to proceed, accepting every sin-
gle Member that has been duly elected
by their constituents. We cannot do it
with the votes we have on the Demo-
cratic side of the aisle; we know the
Republicans have the upper hand, but
we call upon our fair-minded col-
leagues. This is not a partisan issue,
this is a fairness issue for the Demo-
cratic and Republican constituents of
the 46th District. | believe that tax-
payers’ money should not be spent.

Mr. Speaker, | ask that these individ-
uals who have control over this process
be allowed, of course, to cease and de-
sist from doing this particular proceed-
ing.

lg\’/lr. Speaker, as | conclude, let me
tell my colleagues just a brief reason,
or reasons, why LORETTA SANCHEZ and
others of us need to get on with our
business. | want to emphasize some re-
marks | heard earlier today on the
President’s vision in his State of the
Union, and just simply say, we need all
of the hands we possibly can get to do
what the American people have asked
us to do. One, to save Social Security.
I applaud the process that the Presi-
dent has offered. And then lastly, we
need all the hands to make sure that
health care is the right kind of health
care for all Americans, and that it is
not dictated by gurus sitting up in
ivory towers saying that the bottom
line is about money. We need all of our
voters, Mr. Speaker, all of our Mem-
bers, and | hope we can get on with the
business of the House and the Amer-
ican people.
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APPRECIATION FOR FEDERAL
DISASTER RELIEF

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. ALLEN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, Maine peo-
ple are no strangers to tough winters,
but the ice storm we just endured
struck a terrible blow. Damage will ex-
ceed $100 million. When Vice President
GORE toured the State, he said it
looked like we had been hit by a neu-
tron bomb. And that is a pretty accu-
rate description. The damage from the
ice storm which accumulated over sev-
eral days snapped off telephone poles.
We had 2,500 telephone polls in the
State which needed to be replaced. It
essentially dropped the forest canopy
about 25 feet, the hardwoods broke off
at the top, branches broke off, and they
took power lines down with them all
across the State. Some roads were im-
passable, blocked by fallen trees and
downed power lines. Thousands of peo-
ple were left in the dark and cold. Mr.
Speaker, 600,000 people, one-half of the
residents of the State of Maine, were
without electricity for some time, and
some of them had no power for as long
as 2 weeks. As my colleagues can imag-
ine, that can try the patience of even
the toughest Yankee who has faced
some very tough nor’easters. Thou-
sands of families with no heat found
themselves stoking up old wood stoves
and huddling in front of fireplaces. For
those who depend on well water, no
electricity meant no pump, no pump
meant no water. Those close to a pond
or river hauled water in buckets. No
running water meant no toilets, no
bathing, no washing dishes or washing
clothes.

I have to say that all of this produced
a very brisk business in chain saws,
generators and kerosene space heaters.
Not only was the power out, but it was
very cold. Our schools were closed for
up to 2 weeks in different parts of
Maine and daily life was disrupted for
thousands of families.

During those 2 weeks, | went to a
number of shelters in Maine and | want
to tell my colleagues, there are some
wonderful stories, hundreds of stories
of people pulling together to help each
other and make a community humani-
tarian effort. | will never forget certain
aspects of my experience going into
those shelters. There would be some
older people, some on oxygen, on cots
on one side of the room, a gym or some
other facility, there would be younger
Kkids being taken care of by their par-
ents, there would be a soccer game in
the middle of the gymnasium or the
shelter, but | will also remember most,
what | will carry with me as long as |
live, is the look on the faces of the
teenagers, many of whom had not vol-
unteered | suspect for anything like
this for a long period of time, but there
they were, cutting up carrots, moving
cots, bringing blankets, helping to
move equipment, and making sure that
other people were well cared for. It was

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

for them an experience that may help
them understand their connection to
others and the importance of commu-
nity.

Fire and rescue crews went door to
door in some places checking on towns-
people, seeing who was okay; others
took generators and portable genera-
tors and moved around from home to
home  warming up one home,
unplugging the generator, going to an-
other home, trying to keep as many
people as possible warm, and as many
pipes as possible from freezing. Our
radio stations canceled normal pro-
gramming and took calls around the
clock; that was real helpful for build-
ing a sense of community, and tele-
vision stations had special programs
and hotlines.

We could not have done this without
outside help, and | am here today to
say thank you to the rest of the coun-
try.

{et me give some examples of how we
were helped. Central Maine Power
Company, our major utility, usually
has 92 crews, and during the height of
our resistance to this storm, we had
1,000 utility crews working. They came
from Maryland and Delaware and
North Carolina and South Carolina;
they came from Pennsylvania, Con-
necticut, Rhode Island and New York,
they came from all over the East Coast
and they provided an invaluable serv-
ice. One truck had on it a sign on the
side: Maine or bust. And they showed
up. Some of those folks arrived from
North Carolina at the Brunswick Naval
Air Station and they were given jack-
ets from L. L. Bean, donated by L. L.
Bean. They had worked on utility lines
all their lives, some of those people,
never in such cold, and | just want to
say that we could not have done it
without the assistance of people from
other States.

I would also say that the response of
FEMA, the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency, was outstanding.
James Lee Witt came to the State, he
and his people did an extraordinary
job. The Federal Government stepped
forward when it was needed and helped
Maine people when they needed it
most.

I just will say in conclusion, | will
never see scenes on television of a flood
or hurricane and not remember how
the people of this country stood up for
people in Maine when we needed help.
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MANAGED HEALTH CARE REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SNOWBARGER). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 1997, the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | just
wanted to start out this afternoon by
saying how happy | was with the Presi-
dent’s State of the Union address last
evening and the reaction of Congress
on both sides of the aisle.
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The President stressed his pro-fam-
ily, pro-child message. It is an agenda
that | think that everyone can get be-
hind. It will have the strong support of
the American people. And it is very im-
portant, | think, that in order for us to
enact this agenda, that we get the Re-
publicans, both the leadership and the
rank and file, together with my Demo-
cratic colleagues so that we can enact
what are essentially common sense
proposals in 1998.

I, along with several of my colleagues
who will join me this afternoon, just
wanted to call attention to two points
that the President raised with regard
to health care reform which | think are
particularly important.

One is managed care reform. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. KLINK),
who is going to be joining us soon here,
stressed that during the break, during
the congressional district work period.
Congressman KLINK, myself, and others
had a number of forums in our districts
where we heard from our constituents
about the problems with managed care,
with HMOs and managed care organiza-
tions.

I thought it was particularly inter-
esting last evening that when the
President mentioned the need for con-
sumer protections and a consumer Bill
of Rights to deal with managed care or-
ganizations, that the response was
overwhelming. | think it had a better
response from the Congress, again on a
bipartisan basis, than almost anything
else that he talked about. | think that
is because we are hearing from our con-
stituents and they are telling us the
problems and the horror stories that
exist with regard to existing managed
care organizations.

Mr. Speaker, | would like to at this
point yield to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania who | was listening to
his comments before and they are real-
ly appropriate in terms of some of the
problems that we hear from our con-
stituents.

Mr. KLINK. Mr. Speaker, | thank my
distinguished friend from New Jersey.

The gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) and the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO) and | and
others have had these discussions for
years. We have watched as this situa-
tion with insurance and availability of
insurance, choice of doctors, all of this
has deteriorated greatly.

But it was 1995 when probably the
most horrendous story that | had ever
come into contact with occurred. | be-
came aware of a 4-year-old boy named
Sean Brake from a place outside of my
district called Plum Borough. The
local TV station was doing a story
about the fact that Sean’s father
worked for the insurance company and
Sean at the age of 4 had gotten a rare
form of cancer, but it was a highly
treatable form. With a bone marrow
transplant which would cost some-
where around $200,000 or more, there
was a 90 percent chance that Sean
would survive, according to the people
at Children’s Hospital in Pittsburgh,
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one of the most renowned children’s
hospitals in the Nation.

Yet the insurance company would
not pay for this. | heard this on the tel-
evision; and | said, This is amazing.
Being a father, here is a 4-year-old
child who has a 90 percent chance of
treatment if he gets the treatment or
he is going to die. And so | called the
family and asked if they minded if we
got involved. It took me personally,
and my staff members, 3 days on the
phone.

The problem was that the insurance
company that Sean’s father worked for
would only cover the first $125,000.
They said, Congressman KLINK, it is
not that we do not want to pay out this
money, but we need to know that our
catastrophic carrier will pick up the
remainder or why bother?

So | called that other carrier, and
they would not talk to me. As a Mem-
ber of Congress, or as anyone else, they
would not speak to me. | could only
talk to their lawyer in Chicago.

So | talked to the lawyer; and he
said, Look, we view this as experi-
mental. It is too bad. That is a decision
we have made, and he was very cold. |
could not believe I am talking to an-
other American that is going to let a 4-
year-old child die when there is a 90
percent chance to survive. | was ap-
palled, but | could not reach this indi-
vidual through the phone.

I could not also understand why, if
the child was going to have a 90 per-
cent chance of success with this treat-
ment, why is that experimental?

Finally, we found out that the Health
Care Finance Administration in its
manual says that if an insurance com-
pany wants to bid to provide insurance
for any Federal employee, it must
cover this procedure. It is not experi-
mental according to HCFA.

So we called them back and said,
Being good citizens of this good United
States, if you do not cover this we are
going to have to inform the Federal
Government. Every contract you have
with the Federal Government will be
canceled, and you will not be able to
bid for any more.

Mr. Speaker, very quickly they
called us back and said, We will take
care of Sean Brake.

I had a wonderful opportunity a year
ago to sit with Sean Brake and his
mother. He is alive and thriving, and
the bone marrow transplant worked.
But why did it take a Member of Con-
gress and his entire staff 3 days to get
this child the care in the United States
of America that every child should be
able to get?

We have had people sitting in front of
us. A lady who was a diabetic sat there.
Her husband had to take an early re-
tirement from Sears & Roebuck. Under
COBRA, he is covered; and she is sit-
ting there with tears streaming down
her face.

She said, There are two things that |
love more than anything in the world:
Number one, | love my husband; and,
number two, | am a real flag waver. |
love my country.
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But | am going blind from diabetes.
My husband and | are not old enough
for Medicare yet. We cannot afford in-
surance because | have a previous con-
dition, and after the COBRA runs out |
will not have health care coverage. So
my choice is either go blind and die or
I can divorce my husband who | love
and go on Medicaid. Or | can leave this
country, go to Canada, become a citi-
zen and then | will have socialized med-
icine.

What choices are we giving the citi-
zens of this Nation today?

I have to thank the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE). The gen-
tleman has led this fight here in Con-
gress. He has informed many of us, his
colleagues and friends, of things that
are going on. The gentleman brings
great knowledge and emotion to this
debate and discussion.

Mr. Speaker, | would simply say to
the insurance industry around this Na-
tion that the people are leading and
the leaders will follow. People are
angry. They are upset. They pay in-
creasingly more of their money in pre-
miums and the insurance companies
give them less in service, less in access,
no choice of medications.

Last night, Members in a bipartisan
fashion reacted favorably to the Presi-
dent’s comments. This is just the be-
ginning. They had better straighten up.
They better start thinking about man-
aging real care, not just moving dollars
around. Stop giving these seven- and
eight-figure salaries to their top execu-
tives while they are not giving care to
the people who pay the premium for
the policy.

Mr. Speaker, | thank the gentleman
for yielding; and | thank him for his
leadership on this issue.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, | want to thank the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania for his com-
ments. | think that what the gen-
tleman is pointing out, and obviously
what we all must do but he has done it
so well today and, I know, beforehand,
is to give the individual cases of how
people are individually impacted by
managed care and the problems that
we are hearing from our constituents.
Because everyone can relate to it. It is
direct.

The gentleman mentioned again
about last night in the State of the
Union address how, when the President
spoke about this, how there was such a
positive reaction on both sides of the
aisle. But we know that the Republican
leadership, unlike many of the Repub-
lican colleagues, rank and file col-
leagues, have already joined together
with this coalition of certain business
and insurance interests. They are
starting this million dollar campaign
to try to fight the consumer protec-
tions that we are talking about and
that the President talked about last
night.

My understanding is that next week
some of these special interests are
going to be down here, and we are
going to have a battle. We know we are
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going to have a battle. It is just like we
had with kid’s health care and with the
portability provisions of Kennedy-
Kassebaum.

We know that the people and most of
our colleagues support this, but we are
going to get these special interests and
big money campaigns supported by the
Republican leadership against it, and
we are just going to have to keep
bringing up these cases and the prob-
lems that our constituents talk about.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentleman from Pennsylvania again. |
know it is just the beginning.

Mr. KLINK. Mr. Speaker, if my friend
would again yield, | think my point on
that would be we know that there is a
tremendous amount of money and
power and influence. This is a trillion
dollar industry. The profits that are to
be made in denying people their health
care and pocketing the money is an ex-
traordinary amount of money.

In 1993 and 1994, those insurance in-
terests were able to put the Harry and
Louise ads on television, spend tens of
millions of dollars, and they could
make the public believe they do not
want government health care.

Today in America everyone knows
the kind of health care that is avail-
able, but they also understand it is not
available to them. Everyone we talk to
has a horror story. Even those people
who can afford the best health care
know that when they go to the hos-
pital, the hospitals have had to cut
back on the number of nurses so they
cannot get care. They ring the call but-
ton and no one shows up.

I had a gentleman who manages bil-
lions of dollars of securities at one of
the largest investment firms in Pitts-
burgh who told me a horror story about
having a back operation. He has got
money. That is not a problem.

He goes to the hospital and because
of the cutbacks forced by the HMOs
saying to the hospital that they will
take less of a reimbursement because
all of these patients are ours; we are
taking our piece off the top. He had to
be turned X-number of degrees every so
many hours or he will go crippled. He
said, Congressman KLINK, | could not
get a nurse.

People know this, no matter how
much money they spend against us, the
kind of care they are denied. And they
cannot get the medication they want
because deals have been made between
the insurance companies and the phar-
maceutical companies that they will
only sell our drugs. Patients do not
even get the generic brand anymore;
they get the cheapest in that classi-
fication of drugs.

Mr. Speaker, people know this. They
are feeling this every day. The public
will carry this battle on their shoul-
ders. We just need to be there with
them as the voice in the people’s House
to say to the special interests who are
making billions of dollars, the people
of this country deserve health care.

If patients are pro-life, people are
dying. If patients are pro-ch